Now systematic reviews (SRs) have become increasingly popular. Bastian et al (2010) reported that eleven SRs were published per day, but as for one topic, there were more than one SR and sometimes different conclusions. So when we want to find relevant evidence to resolve clinical problems there are many questions we might face.
criteria, at the same time. Some mistakes could make different SR include different studies, such as inaccurate study search, crude study selection process, and different statistic methods. So actions must be taken to avoid different conclusions about the sub-topic. (2) 92 SRs for 38 sub-topics, which means two or more groups did the same work. If we used the data calculated by Dr Allen (Allen et al., 1999) , the mean total number of hours to conduct a SR is 1139 (median, 1110) hours, we could imagine how much time were wasted. So actions must be taken to avoid unnecessary waste. All SRs should be updated, regardless of Cochrane SRs or non-Cochrane SRs. Cochrane SRs were deemed to be updated regularly, but non-Cochrane SRs is very difficult in updating process. How could we manage it? It reminds us to think about some actions, such as updating non-Cochrane SRs in their journal websites.
